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attempt in England "to empower any one by merely
" swearing that a debt was due to him, to horsewhip a
" general officer, to put a bishop in the stocks, to treat
" ladies in the way which called forth the blow of
" Wat Tyler.'5 He then goes on as follows : " A reign
" of terror began, of terror heightened by mystery, for
" even what was endured was less horrible than that
" which was anticipated. No man knew what was next
" to be anticipated from this strange tribunal. It came
" from beyond the black water, as the people of India
" with mysterious horror call the sea. It consisted of
"judges not one of whom was familiar with the ways
" of the millions over whom they claimed boundless
" authority. Its records were kept in unknown characters.
" Its sentences were pronounced in unknown words."

The general answer to all this is that the Supreme
Court never did claim any such general jurisdiction as is
alleged. Practically, the most important of its claims
was jurisdiction over the collectors of the revenue and
officers of the Provincial Courts, as being servants to the
Company. I have diligently read from end to end the
whole Report of Touchet's Committee and every paper
in each of its four appendices, and I affirm that it
contains no evidence at all of any such " reign of terror "
as Lord Macaulay imagined. The nature of the juris-
diction claimed by the Court protected women from
being sued before it. They could not be servants to the
Company. The only writ against a woman was the
writ against Naderah Begum, and that was in the
Provincial Court at Patna, and not in the Supreme
Court. How far zenanas were incidentally trespassed
upon, I will examine immediately.

To pass to the details.   What sense is there in the